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Taxonomic idenTificaTion of The megalooliThid egg and eggshells 
from The creTaceous Bauru Basin (minas gerais, Brazil): comparison 




The taxonomically (titanosaurid) identified eggs and eggshells of  Auca Mahuevo (Patagonia, Argen-
tina) provide an opportunity to compare and identify orphan megaloolithid eggs found elsewhere. Previous 
investigation determined that the oological material from Neuquén (Megaloolithus patagonicus) and 
Peru (M. pseudomamillare) are related to titanosaurid dinosaurs. Examination of  an egg and sev-
eral (megaloolithid) eggshell fragments from the Upper Cretaceous Marilia Formation strongly suggests, 
as oological characters are at least genus specific, that the same group of  titanosaur dinosaurs, which lived 
in the Neuquén Basin during the Late Campanian, were also present and reproducing in the Cretaceous 
Bauru Basin (Brazil). Furthermore, it has been suggested that these titanosaurs, based on the site of  
Auca Mahuevo, demonstrated colonial nesting and nesting fidelity. These reproductive behaviors would 
advocate that similar nesting sites should exist in the Upper Cretaceous formations of  the Bauru Basin 
and remain to be discovered, as the present Peiropolis locality represents a secondary deposit where fossils 
have been transported by high-energy fluvial system.
Keywords: titanosaurid eggs, Bauru Basin, Auca Mahuevo, eggshell structure, dinosaur 
paleobiology.
IntroductIon
The parataxonomic megaloolithid oofamily re‑
groups a significant number of  eggs that have not 
been positively identified taxonomically (Vianey‑
Liaud et al., 2003). Megaloolithid eggs (Bravo et al., 
2000; Mohabey, 2000; Sahni et al., 1994; Vianey‑Liaud 
et al., 1994, 2003) have been mostly associated with‑
out sound support to sauropod dinosaurs and even 
on occasions to titanosaurs (Erben, 1970; Powell, 
1992; Sahni et al., 1994; Faccio, 1994; Vianey‑Liaud 
et al., 1994, 1997; Calvo et al., 1997).
Localities that preserve Mesozoic eggs with 
embryonic remains inside (embryo in ovo) are unique, 
not only by their rarity, but also because they pro‑
vide a reliable frame of  reference for identification 
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of  isolated oological remains found in other fossil 
bearing layers. Furthermore, once an egg and egg‑
shell structure has been taxonomically identified, it 
becomes an excellent proxy to infer the presence of  
the parent dinosaur lineage. This is the case for the 
exceptionally preserved oological material from the 
Patagonian locality of  Auca Mahuevo (Chiappe et al., 
2001a, Grellet‑Tinner et al., 2004, Grellet‑Tinner, 
2005). A detailed description of  eggs unequivocally 
associated with titanosaurid dinosaurs from the Late 
Cretaceous colonial nesting site of  Auca Mahuevo 
(Neuquén Province, Argentina) was provided by 
Chiappe & Dingus (2001) and Grellet‑Tinner et al. 
(2004). Oological remains from this Patagonian lo‑
cality also suggest that titanosaurs would have come 
to lay their eggs season after season, thus demon‑
strating a nesting site fidelity (Chiappe & Dingus, 
2001). In addition to the oological description, the 
authors provided a comparison of  these titanosaur 
eggs, their eggshell structure, and nesting behaviors 
with other South American eggs and eggshells that 
shared a suite of  common characters (Grellet‑Tinner 
et al., 2004). However, this investigation did not in‑
clude eggs or eggshells from Brazil as their availabil‑
ity and description at the time were extremely scanty 
(Magalhães Ribeiro, 1999, 2000, 2002). Presently, 
only one egg and associated eggshell fragments from 
near the city of  Uberaba in the state of  Minas Gerais 
could potentially match the Auca Mahuevo oological 
material. This material, classified in the Megalooli‑
thid parataxonomic oofamily (Magalhães Ribeiro, 
1999, 2000, 2002), has been recovered from the Late 
Cretaceous Marília Formation of  the Bauru Basin 
(Fig. 1), which deposition is approximatively coeval 
with the Anacleto Formation where the referred Pa‑
tagonian eggs were discovered (Candeiro et al., 2006; 
Leanza et al., 2004). If  both oological materials are 
similar, their presence in contemporaneous sedimen‑
tary basins is congruent with the titanosaurid fos‑
sil record based on disarticulated skeletal material 
(Campos & Kellner, 1999; Kellner & Campos, 2000; 
Santucci & Bertini, 2000, 2001, 2006). Furthermore, 
this would be the first paleobiological evidence that 
this group of  sauropods would have reproduced in 
what is presently Brazil during the late Cretaceous, 
which could have been expected but had not yet 
documented, as it seems that evidence support these 
dinosaurs migrated to colonial sites they favored to 
lay their eggs.
Abbreviations
Institutional abbreviations: CPP, Centro de Pesquisas 
Paleontologicas Llewellyn Ivor Price of  Peiropolis, 
Brazil; LACM, Natural History Museum of  Los An‑
geles County, U.S.A.; MCF‑PVPH, Museo Carmen 
Funes, Plaza Huincul, Argentina; MUCPV, Museo de 
Geología y Paleontología, Universidad Nacional del 
Comahue, Neuquén, Argentina;
Technical abbreviations: MT, Membrana Tes‑
tacea; PLM, polarized light microscopy; SEM, scan‑
ning electron microscope; TLM, transmitted light 
microscopy.
MAterIAl And Methods
Material examined for this study and used as 
a comparative framework to interpret the oological 
remains known from the Brazilian Cretaceous Bauru 
Basin are as follows: Auca Mahuevo (Patagonia): eggs: 
MCF‑PVPH 147, 250, 262, 263, 264; eggshells: MCF‑
PVPH 442, 445, 444; embryos in ovo: MCF‑PVPH 
147, 250, 262, 263, 264 (Chiappe et al. 2001). Material 
used as representatives of  the oological remains from 
the Brazilian Cretaceous Bauru basin and illustrated 
by Magalhães Ribeiro (1999, 2000, 2002) are as fol‑
lows: Peirópolis (Minas Gerais): egg: CPP457; egg‑
shells: CPP456, 411.
Eggshells from Auca Mahuevo were treated as 
described in Grellet‑Tinner et al. (2004). Specimens 
from Peirópolis were compared solely based on their 
three descriptions (Magalhães Ribeiro, 1999, 2000, 
2002) as the author of  these publications restricted 
access of  the collection for further observations.
descrIptIon
The Auca Mahuevo eggs typically display a 
spherical to subspherical shape (Fig. 2A) and signs of  
fractures with various degrees of  compression (Grel‑
let‑Tinner et al., 2004). Their diameters range between 
125 and 140 mm. The preserved aspect of  these eggs 
is here interpreted as the result of  their original shape 
combined with sedimentary compaction coupled 
with a certain amount of  plasticity due to the mono‑
layered nature of  the eggshell structure (Grellet‑Tin‑
ner et al., 2004).
Eggshell fragments can show substantial diage‑
netic variations visible in their internal structure, their 
pore canals and apertures, as well as their outer surface 
(Grellet‑Tinner, 2005). In best‑preserved specimens, 
the outer eggshell surface displays equally distributed 
nodes (Figs. 2C, D) that are visible to the naked eye, 
with some coalescing into longer structures (Fig. 2C). 
The average diameter of  the nodes is 0.58 mm, their 
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FIgure 1: A) Location of  the Peirópolis titanosaurid oological material in the Bauru Basin‑Brazil (after Riccomini 1997, modified): 
1. Precambrian basement rocks; 2. Paraná Basin (Ordovician to Triassic); 3. Serra Geral Formation (Early Cretaceous); 4. Bauru Basin (Late 
Cretaceous). B) Stratigraphic relationships of  the Bauru Group in the southeastern part of  the Bauru Basin: 1. basaltic rocks; 2. cross‑bed‑
ded sansdstone; 3. massive to slightly stratified sandstone; 4. massive to slightly stratified sandstone interlayered with mudstones; 5. sand‑
stone, siltstone and mudstone; 6. sandstone and mudstone; 7. sandstone and conglomerate with limestone cement.
nodular height measured from the base to the apex is 
0.28 mm, and recorded internodular distances range 
from 0.52 to 0.87 mm.
The eggshell thickness ranges from 0.65 mm 
to 1.31 mm according to the degree of  diagenetic 
alteration, but this higher dimension corresponds to 
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FIgure 2: Eggs and eggshells from the locality of  Auca Mahuevo, Rio Colorado Formation, Neuquén Basin. A: Titanosaurid egg found 
on the surface of  stratigraphic egg layer 3. Note the sub‑spherical shape of  the specimen here considered either as a biological character of  
this saurischian family or influenced by taphonomic processes coupled with a certain eggshell plasticity due to its mono‑layered structure. 
B: The site of  Auca Mahuevo is interpreted as a flood plain with seasonally over banking rivers where titanosaurid dinosaurs would exhibit 
colonial nesting and site fidelity behaviors. A large number of  egg clutches are surfacing in several stratigraphic egg layers. C: Eggshell sur‑
ficial ornamentation displays single and coalescent nodes (two black arrows where nodes coalesce). D: SEM image of  the perfect nodular 
ornamentation of  titanosaurid eggshells with round pore apertures located in the interstices between the nodes. E: SEM detail of  figure 1D. 
F: cross section of  a titanosaurid eggshell that shows a pore canal (arrow 1) transecting the entire thickness of  the mono‑layered eggshell. 
Note the network of  connecting vertical pores with a system of  horizontal pore canals here only visible because of  the MT preservation. 
G: TLM view of  a thin section that contains two eggshell fragments facing each other. Note the cores of  the shell units as shown by arrow 
1, the shell units (arrows 2 and 3) crossed by lines that are interpreted as ex‑organic structures, and the MT (arrow 4) preserved only in 
one section of  the slab.
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well‑preserved specimens. Eggshell is composed of  
a single structural layer consisting of  acicular calcitic 
crystals radiating from nucleation centers located in 
upper section of  the MT (Figs. 2F, G). The regular 
grouping of  the acicular crystals radiating out of  
any given core and their vertical extension define the 
eggshell unit and the thickness of  the eggshell. From 
the inner eggshell surface, the units flare out at ap‑
proximately 40 degrees and average 0.63 mm as they 
reach a third of  the total eggshell thickness (Fig. 2G). 
Pores are ubiquitous (Fig. 2E) and form a network of  
horizontal canals connected to the vertical pores that 
open between the nodes of  the outer surface with 
apertures ranging from 0.15 to 0.29 mm (Figs. 2D, 
G). When observed in PLM and TLM, the eggshell 
units are transversally crossed by thin and compact 
growth lines (Fig. 2G) that correspond to the protei‑
nous fabric of  the eggshell structure (Grellet‑Tinner 
et al., 2004).
The ellipsoidal shape of  the Peirópolis megalo‑
olithid egg (Fig. 3A) results from lateral compaction 
(Magalhães Ribeiro, 2002), yet the measured diam‑
eters of  150 by 100 mm are well within the range of  
those from Auca Mahuevo. The nodular surficial or‑
namentation consists of  well‑distributed nodes rang‑
ing from 0.5 to 0.8 mm (Magalhães Ribeiro, 2000, 
2002) with some coalescing into longer structures 
(Fig. 3B). According to the author, the egg suffered 
from several phases of  diagenetic alteration resulting 
in manganese and calcitic depositions; nevertheless, 
average eggshell thickness is estimated at 1.5 mm for 
the egg and ranges from 1 to 1.5 mm for isolated 
eggshell fragments found nearby. The mono‑layered 
eggshell consists of  eggshell units radiating from nu‑
cleation centers that are irregularly spaced and sepa‑
rated by substantial intervals at their base. Eggshell 
units average 0.6 to 0.8 mm at their maximum width 
and are crossed throughout by arched growth lines. 
When observed, pores are described as tubocanalicu‑
late (word issued from the egg parataxonomic clas‑
sification used by Magalhães Ribeiro, 2002) alterna‑
tively measuring 70 to 100 mm (Magalhães Ribeiro, 
2000) and 0.6 to 0.1 mm (Magalhães Ribeiro, 2002) 
in diameter. Besides the obvious fact that these mea‑
surements are not consistent and clearly erroneous 
for the former, it is not clear whether they represent 
the diameters of  the pore openings at the surface 
and/or that of  the pore canals only. Observation of  
figure 3C in Magalhães Ribeiro (2002) is not congru‑
ent with the 70 to 100 mm measurement presented 
in Magalhães Ribeiro (2000); this favours the inter‑
pretation that pore canals range between 0.06 and 
0.1 mm.
dIscussIon
In previous work of  Grellet‑Tinner et al. (2004) 
noted that several South American isolated eggshell 
fragments and complete eggs have been referred to 
the megaloolithid oofamily, which the Auca Mahue‑
vo eggs belong to. Among those, a few were alleged 
to be titanosaurid eggs (e.g., Erben, 1970; Powell, 
1992; Sahni et al., 1994; Faccio, 1994; Vianey‑Liaud 
et al., 1994, 1997; Calvo et al., 1997). However, after 
examination only two occurrences (Grellet‑Tinner 
et al., 2004) favorably compare with the taxonomi‑
cally identified titanosaurid eggs from Auca Mahuevo 
(table 1). Those are the eggs from the early Campa‑
nian (Dingus et al. 2000) Anacleto Formation nearby 
Neuquén (Calvo et al., 1997), and the material from 
the Late Cretaceous Formation at Laguna Umayo, 
a site near the Peruvian town of  Puno (Sigé, 1968; 
Kérourio & Sigé, 1984, Vianey‑Liaud et al., 1994). The 
latter was re‑evaluated by Vianey‑Liaud et al. (1997) 
and subsequently assigned to the parataxonomic oo‑
species Megaloolithus pseudomamillare, an oologic species 
traditionally related to titanosaurids.
The Brazilian egg and eggshells from Peirópolis, 
also assigned to the Megaloolithidae parataxonomic 
family by Magalhães Ribeiro (2000, 2002), share some 
striking features with the Auca Mahuevo eggs (Ta‑
ble 1). Although altered by diagenetic and taphonom‑
ic processes, the two diameters (100 and 150 mm) of  
the Peirópolis egg are well within the recorded range 
(125 and 140 mm) of  the Patagonian titanosaurid 
eggs. The nodular surficial ornamentation matches 
that of  Auca Mahuevo by its shape, size, and even 
in the random coalescence of  several nodes. In both 
materials, the eggshell is mono‑layered and their re‑
spective thickness considering diagenetic alteration 
is notably similar. Magalhães Ribeiro (2000, 2002) 
notes wide intervals between the nucleation centers 
of  the shell units. The same intervals are reported in 
Grellet‑Tinner et al. (2004) and Grellet‑Tinner (2005) 
as part of  a horizontal pore network above the MT 
that intersects with the numerous vertical pore canals 
(Fig. 2F). This observation was only made possible 
by the presence of  the underlying fossilized MT in 
the titanosaurid eggs (Grellet‑Tinner, 2005), which is 
not present in the Brazilian egg and eggshells. Shell 
units in either specimens display identical shape and 
dimension. In addition, both are transversally crossed 
by growth lines, described as thin and compact for 
Auca Mahuevo and arched for Peirópolis specimens. 
Similarities extend also to the geometry of  the pore 
system, although the reported measurements of  Mag‑
alhães Ribeiro (2000, 2002) are inconsistent. All the 
110 Grellet-tiner, G. & Zaher, h.: MeGaloolithid eGGs of the Bauru Basin and auca Mahuevo
FIgure 3: Eggs and eggshells from the locality of  Peirópolis, Marília Formation, Bauru Basin (from Magalhães Ribeiro, 2002). A: Note 
the elongated sub‑spherical shape of  this titanosaurid egg. The presence of  a single egg with eroded eggshell fragments combined with 
grain size of  the silicoclastic sediments suggests that the egg was transported and the Peirópolis locality, in contrast to Auca Mahuevo 
(Patagonia), is not the primary nesting site of  these dinosaurs. B: Similarly to the well‑identified titanosaurid eggs from Auca Mahuevo, the 
eggshell surficial ornamentation of  the Peirópolis material displays single and coalescent nodes. C: Eggshell accumulation and compac‑
tion on a single slab suggesting that the egg was subjected to taphonomic forces as it was still unbroken, a process also observed in Auca 
Mahuevo. D: SEM view of  the radial section of  a Peirópolis eggshell that displays the same eggshell structure with radiating acicular crys‑
tals and shell units arrangements as those from Auca Mahuevo. E: TLM view of  a Peirópolis eggshell that shows organic lines that cross 
horizontally the eggshell thickness as observed in specimens from Auca Mahuevo.
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above‑mentioned shared‑characters are synapomor‑
phic for the titanosaurid dinosaurs (Grellet‑Tinner 
et al., 2004). Although the material from Peirópolis 
does not match in quantity and quality that from 
Auca Mahuevo, it is sufficient to positively identify 
it as belonging to the family Titanosauridae, thus fur‑
ther supporting the presence of  these sauropods in 
the Bauru Basin during the Campanian.
There are notable disparities between the Auca 
Mahuevo and Peirópolis localities. Auca Mahuevo is 
a site that extends over several kilometers and sev‑
eral stratigraphic layers interpreted as a nesting site 
(Fig. 2B) where titanosaurs would have come to re‑
produce seasonally (Chiappe & Dingus, 2001), thus 
exhibiting nesting fidelity, colonial nesting (Grellet‑
Tinner et al., 2004), and indirectly reproductive‑related 
migrations to specific rookeries. The paleoenviron‑
ment of  this locality has been described as a ripar‑
ian setting with intermittent over‑banking rivers that 
would deposit their suspended load during flooding 
periods (Dingus et al., 2000). In contrast, the Peirópo‑
lis egg and eggshells as attested by the nature of  the 
sediments (Magalhães Ribeiro, 2000) have been trans‑
ported and deposited at this site. Consequently, the 
Peirópolis locality unlike Auca Mahuevo cannot be 
considered as a rookery where titanosaurs would have 
reproduced season after season. Conversely, the pres‑
ence of  titanosaurid egg and eggshells at Peirópolis 
suggests the possibility that nesting sites with sub‑
stantial numbers of  eggs and egg clutches should oc‑
cur in the Upper Cretaceous formations of  the Bra‑
zilian Bauru Basin but are yet to be discovered.
resuMo
Os ovos e cascas de ovos provenientes de Auca Mahuevo (Pa-
tagonia, Argentina) e identificados taxonomicamente como 
sendo de titanossaurídeos servem de base para comparação e 
identificação de ovos megaloolithídeos encontrados em outras lo-
calidades. Investigações prévias detreminaram que os materialis 
oológicos encontrados em Neuquén (Megaloolithus patago‑
nicus) e no Peru (M. pseudomamillare) estão na realidade 
relacionados à dinossauros titanossaurídeos. O estudo de um 
ovo e diversos fragmentos de cascas de ovos (megaloolithídeo) 
provenientes do Cretáceo Superior da Formação Marília sugere 
que o mesmo grupo taxonômico de dinossauros titanossauros 
que ocorria no Campaniano tardio da Bacia Neuquén também 
estava presente e se reproduzia durante o Cretáceo na Bacia 
Bauru, isto porque os caracteres oológicos estudados são reco-
nhecíveis ao nível genérico. Além disso, foi sugerido que estes 
titanossauros do sítio de Auca Mahuevo apresentavam com-
portamento reprodutivo colonial e fidelidade ao sítio de desova. 
A presença deste tipo de comportamento reprodutivo apontaria 
para a existência de sítios de desova similares nas formações do 
Cretáceo Superior da Bacia Bauru, ainda a serem descobertos, 
já que a localidade de Peirópolis representa um depósito secun-
dário onde os fósseis foram transportados através de um sistema 
fluvial de alta-energia.
Palavras-chave: titanosaurid eggs, Bauru Basin, Auca 
Mahuevo, eggshell structure, dinosaur paleobiology.
AcknowledgMents
This investigation was supported by the State of  
São Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP) within the 
BIOTA/FAPESP program (grants 02/13602‑4 to H. 
Zaher and 05/55100‑3 to G. Grellet‑Tinner). SEM 
work was conducted at the Department of  Geological 
Sciences of  the University of  Texas and TLM/PLM 
and CL examinations at the carbonate laboratory of  
Department of  Earth Sciences of  the University of  
Southern California under the care of  Frank Corsetti. 
GGT would like to thank R. Coria and L. Chiappe 
for collaborative fieldwork in Auca Mahuevo and 
the use of  the MCF‑PVPH specimens. The authors 
would like to acknowledge the comments of  the two 
reviewers.
reFerences
Bravo, a.M.; Moratalla, J.J.; santafe, J.v. & de santisteBan, 
c. 2000. Faidella, a new Upper Cretaceous nesting site from 
the Tremp basin (Lérida Province, Spain). In: Bravo, A.M. & 
Reyes. T. (Eds), First International Symposium on Dinosaur Eggs 
and Babies. Isona I Conca Dellà Catalonia, Spain, p. 15‑22.
calvo, J.o.; enGelland, s.; heredia, s.e. & salGado, l. 1997. 
First record of  dinosaur eggshells (Sauropoda‑Megaloolithidae) 
from Neuquén, Patagonia, Argentina. GAIA, 14:23‑32.
caMPos, d.a. & Kellner, a.w.a. 1999. On some sauropod 
(Titanosauridae) pelves from the continental Cretaceous of  
Brazil. In: Tomida, Y.; Rich, T.H. & Vickers‑Rich, P. (Eds), 
Proceedings of  the Second Gondwanan Dinosaur Symposium. National 
Science Museum, Tokyo, p.143‑166.
chiaPPe, l.M.; salGado, l. & coria, r.a. 2001a. Embryonic skulls 
of  titanosaur sauropod dinosaurs. Science, 293:2444‑2446.
chiaPPe, l.M. & dinGus, l. 2001. Walking on Eggs: the Astonishing 
Discovery of  Thousands of  Dinosaur Eggs in the Badlands of  
Patagonia, Scribner, New York.
candeiro, c.r.a.; Martinelli, a.G.; avilla, l.s. & rich, t.h. 
2006. Tetrapods from the Upper Cretaceous (Turonian‑
Maastrichtian) Bauru Group of  Brazil: a reappraisal. Creatceous 
Research, 27:923‑946.
dinGus, l.; clarK, J.; scott, G.r.; swisher, c.c.; chiaPPe, l.M. 
& coria, r.a. 2000. Stratigraphy and magnetostratigraphic/
faunal constraints for the age of  sauropod embryo‑bearing 
rocks in the Neuquen Group (Late Cretaceous, Neuquen 
Province, Argentina). American Museum Novitates, 3290:1‑11.
112 Grellet-tiner, G. & Zaher, h.: MeGaloolithid eGGs of the Bauru Basin and auca Mahuevo
erBen, h. 1970. Ultrastrukturen und Mineralisation rezenter und 
fossiler Eischalen bei Vögeln und Reptilien. Biomineralisation 
Forschungsberichte, 1:1‑66.
faccio, G. 1994. Dinosaurian Eggs from the Upper Cretaceous 
of  Urugay. In: Carpenter, K; Hirsch K.F. & Horner, J.R. 
Dinosaur Eggs and Babies. Cambridge University Press, New 
York, p. 47‑55
Grellet-tinner, G.; chiaPPe, l. & coria, r. 2004. Eggs of  
titanosaurid sauropods from the Upper Cretaceous of  Auca 
Mahuevo (Argentina). Canadian Journal of  Earth Sciences, 
41:949‑960.
Grellet-tinner, G. 2005. The membrana testacea of  titanosaurid 
dinosaur eggs from Auca Mahuevo (Argentina): Implications 
for the exceptional preservation of  soft tissue in Lagerstätten. 
Journal of  Vertebrate Paleontology, 25:99‑106.
Kellner, a.w.a. & caMPos, d.a. 2000. Brief  review of  dinosaur 
studies and perpectives in Brazil. Anais da Academia Brasileira de 
Ciências, 72:509‑538.
Kérourio, P. & siGé, B. 1984. L’apport des coquilles d’oeufs 
de dinosaures de Laguna Umayo à l’âge de la Formation 
Vilquechico et à la compréhension de Perutherium altiplanense. 
Newsletters on Stratigraphy, 13:133‑142.
leanZa, h.a.; aPesteGuia, s.; novas, f.e. & de la fuene, M.s. 
2004. Cretaceous terrestrial beds from the Neuquén Basin 
(Argentina) and their tetrapod assemblages. Cretaceous Research, 
25:61‑87.
MaGalhães riBeiro, c.M. 1999. Fragmentos de cascas de ovos 
fósseis e coprólitos da Bacia Bauru (KS): aplicação na 
interpretação paleoambiental. Boletim do 5º Simpósio sobre o 
Cretáceo do Brasil, UNESP, Rio Claro, 501‑507.
MaGalhães riBeiro, c.M. 2000. Microstructural analysis of  
dinosaur eggshells from Bauru Basin (Late Cretaceous), 
Minas Gerais, Brasil. In: Bravo, A.M. & Reyes, T. (Eds.), First 
International Symposium on Dinosaur Eggs and Babies. Isona I 
Conca Dellà Catalonia, Spain, p. 117‑122.
MaGalhães riBeiro, c.M. 2002. Ovo e fragmentos de cascas de ovos 
de dinossauros, provenientes de região de Peirópolis, Uberaba, 
Minas Gerais. Arquivos do Museu Nacional, 60:223‑228.
MohaBey, d.M. 2000. Indian Upper Cretaceous (Maastrichtian) 
dinosaur eggs: their parataxonomy and implication in 
understanding the nesting behavior. In: Bravo, A.M. & Reyes, 
T. (Eds.), First International Symposium on Dinosaur Eggs and 
Babies. Isona I Conca Dellà Catalonia, Spain, p. 139‑154.
Powell, J.e. 1992. Hallazgo de huevos asignables a dinosaurios 
titanosauridos (Saurischia, Sauropoda) de la Provincia de Río 
Negro, Argentina. Acta Zoologica Lilloana, 41:381‑389.
riccoMini, c. 1997. Arcabouço estrutural e aspectos do tectonismo 
gerador e deformador da Bacia Bauru no Estado de São Paulo. 
Revista Brasileira de Geociências, 27:153‑162.
sahni, a.; tandon, s.K.; Jolly, a.; BaJPai, s.; sood, a. & 
srinivasan, s. 1994. Upper Cretaceous dinosaurs eggs 
and nesting sites from the Deccan Volcan Sedimentary of  
Peninsular India. In: Carpenter, K., Hirsch, K.F. & Horner, 
J.R. (Eds.), Dinosaur Eggs and Babies. Cambridge University 
Press, New York, p. 204‑226.
santucci, r.M. & Bertini, r.J. 2000. Unusual Titanosauridae 
(Sauropoda, Saurischia) vertebrae from the Upper Cretaceous 
Bauru Group, São Paulo, Brazil. In: 31st International 
Geological Congress, Palaeontology and Historical Geology, 
Mesozoic Reptiles. Abstracts… Rio de Janeiro. CD‑ROM.
santucci, r.M. & Bertini, r.J. 2001. Distribuição paleogeográfica 
e biocronolágica dos titanosauros (Saurischia, Sauropoda) do 
Grupo Bauru, Cretáceo Superior do Sudeste Brasileiro. Revista 
Brasileira de Geociências, 31:307‑314.
santucci, r.M. & Bertini, r.J. 2006. A new Titanosaur from 
western São Paulo state, Upper Cretaceous Bauru Group, 
South‑East Brazil. Palaeontology, 49:59‑66.
siGé, B. 1968. Dents de micromammifères et fragments de coquilles 
d’oeufs de dinosauriens dans la faune de vertébrés du Crétacé 
supérieure de Laguna Umayo (Andes péruviennes). Comptes 
rendus de l’Academie des Sciences, Paris, 267:1495‑1498.
vianey-liaud, M.; Mallan, P.; Buscail, o. & MontGelard, c. 
1994. Review of  French Dinosaur Eggshells: Morphology, 
Structure, Mineral, and Organic Composition. In: Carpenter, 
K. Hirsch, K.F. & Horner, J.R. (Eds.), Dinosaur Eggs and Babies. 
Cambridge University Press, New York, p. 151‑183.
vianey-liaud, M.; hirsch, K.f.; sahni, a. & siGé, B. 1997. 
Late Cretaceous Peruvian eggshells and their relationships 
with Laurasian and Eastern Gondwanian material. Geobios, 
30:75‑90.
vianey-liaud, M.; Khosla, a. & Garcia, G. 2003. Relationships 
between European and Indian dinosaur eggs and eggshells of  
the oofamily Megaloolithidae. Journal of  Vertebrate Paleontology, 
23:575‑585.
Recebido em: 22.01.2007 


























publisher: Museu de Zoologia da Universidade de São Paulo. Avenida Nazaré, 481, 
Ipiranga, CEP 04263‑000, São Paulo, SP, Brasil.
Editor‑in‑Chief: Hussam Zaher, Serviço de Vertebrados, Museu de Zoologia, 
Universidade de São Paulo, Post Office Box 42.494, CEP 04218‑970, São Paulo, SP, Brasil. 
E‑mail: editormz@usp.br.
Managing editor: Carlos José Einicker Lamas (Museu de Zoologia, Universidade de 
São Paulo, Brasil).
Associate editors: Mário Cesar Cardoso de Pinna (Museu de Zoologia, Universidade de 
São Paulo, Brasil); Marcos Domingos Siqueira Tavares (Museu de Zoologia, Universidade 
de São Paulo, Brasil); Sergio Antonio Vanin (Museu de Zoologia, Universidade de São 
Paulo, Brasil).
editorial board: Aziz Nacib Ab’Saber (Universidade de São Paulo, Brasil); Rüdiger Bieler 
(Field Museum of  Natural History, U.S.A.); Walter Antonio Pereira Boeger (Universidade 
Federal do Paraná, Brasil); Carlos Roberto Ferreira Brandão (Universidade de São Paulo, 
Brasil); James M. Carpenter (American Museum of  Natural History, U.S.A.); Ricardo 
edItorIAl coMMIttee
Macedo Corrêa e Castro (Universidade de São Paulo, Brasil); Mario de Vivo (Universidade 
de São Paulo, Brasil); Marcos André Raposo Ferreira (Museu Nacional, Rio de Janeiro, 
Brasil); Darrel R. Frost (American Museum of  Natural History, U.S.A.); William R. Heyer 
(National Museum of  Natural History, U.S.A.); Ralph W. Holzenthal (University of  
Minnesota, U.S.A.); Adriano Brilhante Kury (Museu Nacional, Rio de Janeiro, Brasil); 
Gerardo Lamas (Museo de Historia Natural “Javier Prado”, Lima, Peru); John G. Maisey 
(American Museum of  Natural History, U.S.A.); Antonio Carlos Marques (Universidade 
de São Paulo, Brasil); Naércio Aquino Menezes (Universidade de São Paulo, Brasil); 
Christian de Muizon (Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris, France); Nelson 
Papavero (Universidade de São Paulo, Brasil); James L. Patton (University of  California, 
Berkeley, U.S.A.); Richard O. Prum (University of  Kansas, U.S.A.); Olivier Rieppel (Field 
Museum of  Natural History, U.S.A.); Miguel Trefaut Urbano Rodrigues (Universidade de 
São Paulo, Brasil); Randall T. Schuh (American Museum of  Natural History, U.S.A.); Luís 
Fábio Silveira (Universidade de São Paulo, Brasil); Ubirajara Ribeiro Martins de Souza 
(Universidade de São Paulo, Brasil); Paulo Emílio Vanzolini (Universidade de São Paulo, 
Brasil); Richard P. Vari (National Museum of  Natural History, U.S.A.).
InstructIons to Authors 
(April 2007)
general Information: Papéis Avulsos de Zoologia (PAZ) and Arquivos de Zoologia (AZ) 
cover primarily the fields of  Zoology, publishing original contributions in systematics, 
paleontology, evolutionary biology, ontogeny, faunistic studies, and biogeography. Papéis 
Avulsos de Zoologia and Arquivos de Zoologia also encourage submission of  theoretical and 
empirical studies that explore principles and methods of  systematics.
All contributions must follow the International Code of  Zoological Nomenclature. 
Relevant specimens should be properly curated and deposited in a recognized public 
or private, non‑profit institution. Tissue samples should be referred to their voucher 
specimens and all nucleotide sequence data (aligned as well as unaligned) should be 
submitted to GenBank (www.ncbi.nih.gov/Genbank) or EMBL (www.ebi.ac.uk).
peer review: All submissions to Papéis Avulsos de Zoologia and Arquivos de Zoologia are subject 
to review by at least two referees and the Editor‑in‑Chief. All authors will be notified of  
submission date. Authors may suggest potential reviewers. Communications regarding 
acceptance or rejection of  manuscripts are made through electronic correspondence with 
the first or corresponding author only. Once a manuscript is accepted providing changes 
suggested by the referees, the author is requested to return a revised version incorporating 
those changes (or a detailed explanation of  why reviewer’s suggestions were not followed) 
within fifteen days upon receiving the communication by the editor.
proofs: Page‑proofs with the revised version will be sent to e‑mail the first or 
corresponding author. Page‑proofs must be returned to the editor, preferentially within 48 hours. 
Failure to return the proof  promptly may be interpreted as approval with no changes 
and/or may delay publication. Only necessary corrections in proof  will be permitted. 
Once page proof  is sent to the author, further alterations and/or significant additions 
of  text are permitted only at the author’s expense or in the form of  a brief  appendix 
(note added in proof).
submission of  Manuscripts: Manuscripts should be sent to the e‑mail of  the Editor‑
in‑Chief  editormz@usp.br, along with a submission letter explaining the importance and 
originality of  the study. Address and e‑mail of  the corresponding author must be always 
updated since it will be used to send the 50 reprints in titled by the authors. Figures, 
tables and graphics should not be inserted in the text. Figures and graphics should be 
sent in separate files with the following formats: “.jpg” and “.tif ” for figures, and “.xls” 
and “.cdr” for graphics, with 300 dpi of  minimum resolution. Tables should be placed at 
the end of  the manuscript.
Manuscripts are considered on the understanding that they have not been published 
or will not appear elsewhere in substantially the same or abbreviated form. The criteria 
for acceptance of  articles are: quality and relevance of  research, clarity of  text, and 
compliance with the guidelines for manuscript preparation.
Manuscripts should be written preferentially in English, but texts in Portuguese or 
Spanish will also be considered. Studies with a broad coverage are encouraged to be 
submitted in English. All manuscripts should include an abstract and keywords in English 
and a second abstract and keywords in Portuguese or Spanish.
Authors are requested to pay attention to the instructions concerning the preparation 
of  the manuscripts. Close adherence to the guidelines will expedite processing of  the 
manuscript.
Manuscript Form: Manuscripts should not exceed 150 pages of  double‑spaced, justified 
text, with size 12 and source Times New Roman (except for symbols). Page format 
should be A4 (21 by 29.7 cm), with 3 cm of  margins. The pages of  the manuscript should 
be numbered consecutively.
The text should be arranged in the following order: Title Page, Abstracts with Keywords, 
Body of  Text, Literature Cited, Tables, Appendices, and Figure Captions. Each of  these 
sections should begin on a new page.
(1) title page: This should include the title, short title, author(s) name(s) and institutions. 
The title should be concise and, where appropriate, should include mention of  families 
and/or higher taxa. Names of  new taxa should not be included in titles.
(2) Abstract: All papers should have an abstract in English and another in Portuguese 
or Spanish. The abstract is of  great importance as it may be reproduced elsewhere. It 
should be in a form intelligible if  published alone and should summarize the main facts, 
ideas, and conclusions of  the article. Telegraphic abstracts are strongly discouraged. 
Include all new taxonomic names for referencing purposes. Abbreviations should be 
avoided. It should not include references. Abstracts and keywords should not exceed 
350 and 5 words, respectively.
(3) body of  text: The main body of  the text should include the following 
sections: Introduction, Material and Methods, Results, Discussion, Conclusion, 
Acknowledgments, and References at end. Primary headings in the text should be in 
capital letters, in bold and centered. Secondary headings should be in capital and lower 
case letters, in bold and centered. Tertiary headings should be in capital and lower 
case letters, in bold and indented at left. In all the cases the text should begin in the 
following line.
(4) literature cited: Citations in the text should be given as: Silva (1998) or Silva 
(1998:14‑20) or Silva (1998: figs. 1, 2) or Silva (1998a, b) or Silva & Oliveira (1998) 
or (Silva, 1998) or (Rangel, 1890; Silva & Oliveira, 1998a, b; Adams, 2000) or (Silva, 
pers. com.) or (Silva et al., 1998), the latter when the paper has three or more authors. 
The reference need not be cited when authors and date are given only as authority for 
a taxonomic name.
(5) references: The literature cited should be arranged strictly alphabetically and given in 
the following format:
• Journal Article – Author(s). Year. Article title. Jounal name, volume: initial page‑final 
page. Names of  journals must be spelled out in full.
• books – Author(s). Year. Book title. Publisher, Place.
• chapters of  books – Author(s). Year. Chapter title. In: Author(s) ou Editor(s), 
Book title. Publisher, Place, volume, initial page‑final page.
• dissertations and theses – Author(s). Year. Dissertation title. (Ph.D.Dissertation). 
University, Place.
• electronic publications – Author(s). Year. Title. Available at: <electronic 
address>. Access in: date.
tables: All tables must be numbered in the same sequence in which they appear in text. 
Authors are encouraged to indicate where the tables should be placed in the text. They 
should be comprehensible without reference to the text. Tables should be formatted with 
vertical (portrait), not horizontal (landscape), rules. In the text, tables should be referred 
as Table 1, Tables 2 and 3, Tables 2‑6. Use “TABLE” in the table heading.
Illustrations: Figures should be numbered consecutively, in the same sequence that they 
appear in the text. Each illustration of  a composite figure should be identified by capital 
letters and referred in the text as: Fig. 1A, Fig. 1B, for example. When possible, letters 
should be placed in the left lower corner of  each illustration of  a composite figure. Hand‑
written lettering on illustrations is unacceptable. Figures should be mounted in order to 
minimize blank areas between each illustration. Black and white or color photographs 
should be digitized in high resolution (300 dpi at least). Use “Fig(s).” for referring to 
figures in the text, but “FIGURE(S)” in the figure captions and “fig(s).” when referring 
to figures in another paper.
responsability: Scientific content and opinions expressed in this publication are sole responsibility of  the respective authors.
copyrights: A concession letter of  copyrights and assent should be sent to the Editor, signed by all the authors, prior to publication 
of  the manuscript. A model is available in the home page of  the Museu de Zoologia da Universidade de São Paulo.
For other details of  manuscript preparation of  format, consult the CBE Style Manual, available from the 
Council of  Science Editors (www.councilscienceeditors.org/publications/style.cfm).
Papéis Avulsos de Zoologia and Arquivos de Zoologia are publications of  the Museu de Zoologia da Universidade de São Paulo (www.mz.usp.br).
Always consult the Instructions to Authors printed in the last issue or in the electronic home pages: www.scielo.br/paz or www.mz.usp.br/publicacoes.
